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Finnish Energy key messages on the  
sustainability criteria for solid forest biomass  
in the recast of RED 
 

Finnish Energy is the voice of over 260 electricity and district heating companies. Total thermal 

capacity in our forest biomass and peat combustion plants is approximately 14 000 MW. That 

is 59 large CHP-combustion plants and 300 medium combustion plants (district heating 

plants). The annual energy use of wood in Finland is over 8 million cubic meters which means 

tens of thousands consignments. The share of biomass was 25 % of primary energy, 33 % in 

district heating and 13 % in electricity generation in 2015.  

 

Sustainability of biomass must be secured EU-wide 

 

Finnish Energy welcomes the Commission proposal. Bioenergy will continue to play an 

important role in the renewable energy mix. Increasing amounts of forest biomass for energy 

use must originate from sustainably managed forests. The proposal can efficiently encourage 

European biomass operators take care of this. However, the directive should be seen as one 

incentive to ensure the sustainability. The operators have to do more than just respect the 

law. This will happen by using voluntary means in addition to legal demands. 

 

The proposal provides good basis to ensure sustainability EU-wide  

 

Sustainability has different meaning in different places. Voluntary means can efficiently take 

into account regional needs. The EU should not erode the role of voluntary means, but force 

the economic operators to find these tools to proof the compliance with the criteria. This 

should mean the use of voluntary schemes approved by the Commission especially in 

larger plants which use imported forest biomass. The obvious choice for operators are 

existing standards like PEFC and FSC. Sustainable forest management is already defined in 

these standards at the level, which is more ambitious the EU can set. The utilization of these 

standards is preferable compared to fixed legislation. 

 

National regulation secures domestic use of forest biomass 

 

Over 90 percentage of forest biomass is used locally in small and medium energy companies. 

At the national level sustainable forest management is the mix of legislation, soft law 

practices and voluntary means. The EU has contributed this kind of development 

through FOREST EUROPE and the EU Forest strategy. Soft law practices are in Finland, 

for example, forestry guidelines, regional forest plans and the national forest strategy. These 

instruments ensure sustainable domestic use. In order to take advantage of existing mix, the 

EU-wide criteria should remain in a general level for all use of forest resources and wood. The 

criteria are well suited to Nordic forestry and don’t lead different practices for different end-

use.  
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Avoiding the unnecessary administrative cost is the key for success 

 

Our main concern at this stage is the administrative burden of verification. 

Transformation of energy production is on-going, but it’s still vulnerable to changes in business 

environment. The EU Bioenergy policy should not hamper the role of district heating and 

cooling (DHC). In addition, the Finnish forestry is in change and several SMEs are trying to 

stay in business. Finnish energy companies purchase forest biomass from local SMEs, which 

have to share the burden of verification by offering needed documents.  

 

Therefore, we support the chosen risk-based approach in verification and the 

proposed 20 MW threshold. Verification at the country level allows to keep administrative 

burden and indirect cost of verification low. The compliance with the sustainability and 

greenhouse gas emissions saving criteria must be able to verify throughout the entire 

chain of custody involving competent national authorities. This allows to use practices 

developed for the verification of EU Timber Regulation (EUTR). The monitoring of EUTR can be 

done by using competent authorities.  

 

 

More detailed comments 

 

  

26(1). Threshold of 20 MW as it is in line with the EU ETS threshold 

27(6). Competent authorities in verification of compliance 

26(5). Risk-based approach and LULUCF requirements at state-level 

27(4). Voluntary national or international schemes open to PEFC and FSC. 

 

  

26(5). Proposed criteria for forest biomass should be clear in order to show 

compliance. 

26(8) and annex VI. Clarify ‘transport distance’ to mean direct distance; not route.  

26(5). Assessment by 2023 should be later. 

26(10). Option for additional criteria set by member state would give rise to a 

changing and less predictable regulatory environment. Additional criteria are explicitly 

prohibited for biofuels and bioliquids (article 26.9).  

26(4). Return the removed sentence.  
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